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1 programs or whatever these are calied?

2 A. These on my desk, personally?

3 Q. Onyourdesk.

4  A. | have some, but there was some problem with my
5 system, again, and | kind of lost them.

6 Q. Which ones did you have access to in September,
7 when migration first began?

8 A |believe | wasin SORD and BOSS. | was in

9 CESAR for a short time, but | was never able to get into
10 Cleo, that's a subset of that. APTOS, another word,

11 APTOS, and then the regular software programs like Word
12 and Excel and all those, different things.

13 Q. What's APTOS?

14 A Gosh, | don't even — it has information in

15 there. It's another system that you would use — that can
16 be used for different things. One of the things that it

17 would be used for is to when you issue a Centrex order,
18 you need to do what's called an M1031 and you go through
19 this program to do that.

20 Q. What systems would a Pac Bell account

21 representative have access to?

22 A. It depends.

23 Q. If you were selling business, major business

24 accounts?

25  A. Either a service rep or an account rep.
0137

1 Q. Sorry, |1 don't know what the difference is.

2 A. A service rep.




3 Q. What's a service rep?

4 A, Aservice representative is a union job, it's

5 not management. And an account rep or an AE, account
6 executive, | think they are called, account manager is a

7 management title.

8 Q. Sowho would be selling the large accounts?

9 A. That depends.

10 Q. Oh, okay. Well, let's take account executives,

11 then. What system would they have access to?

12 A. It would depend on the account executive, to be

13 honest. I'd have probably more systems than an account

14 executive or one that had never been a service rep before.

15 Q. When you left your position in the account

16 executive division, what access did you have?

17 A, I had SORD and BOSS, APTOS, PREMIS. | believe

18 that'sit
19 Q. Let me ask you a question, if you know.
20 Why would a customer need to get disconnected,
21 i.e., lose their dial tone, if they're being migrated from
22 Pac Belt to MCI?
23 A We don't want that to happen. It's a two-order
24 process change from one billing system to another. And |
25 believe that's why the problem has occurred.
C:1 % Q. Whnat in the change causes the disconnection?
2 A. There could be more than one reason. | don't

3 know exactly.

4 Q. Is it leaving the old billing system that causes




5 the disconnection?

6 A ldon't know technically, exactly, the reason

7 behind it.

8 Q. When you say it's changing from one billing

9 system to another, which billing system are they changing
10 from?

1 A. CRIS is the way we bill our retail accounts.

12 Q. Which system are they changing to?

13 A It's called CAPS.

14 Q. Were you part of the decision to structure

15 migration to change from one billing system to another?
16 A, No, | was not.

17 Q. Do you know who in Pac Bell was responsible for
18 making that decision?

19 A, No, ldonot

20 MR. KOLTO-WININGER: |.will object that it lacks
21 foundation.

22 MS. LEE: Q. Doyou know how the dropping from
23 411 listing occurs?

24  A. No, not exactly.

25 Q. Can you give me your best impression of how it
0138

1 occurs?

2 A |believe it could have to do with the backlog.
3 Q. How would the backlog affect the 411 listing?
4 A Because if it doesn't get into the listing

5 database in a timely manner -

6 Q. Then what happens?




7 A —~itcould drop out of 411.
8 Q. Sounless somebody did something in a timely
9 manner, a customer's 411 listing would drop out of the
10 database?
11 A. Not always, | don't believe. There’s a problem.
12 | don't know exactly what itis. It's being investigated
13 at a really high level, because it's not always happening.
14 Q. When did you become aware of this 411 drop
15 problem?
16 A If's —it's been a while now. | don't know the
17 exact date.
18 Q. Did you have any conversations with Sandy McGinn
19 about the 411 database drop?
20 A. Yes, | did.
21 Q. Did you ever propose a solution to her?
22  A. There was a time when we had put a FID in the
23 order that we thought would completely take care of this
24 probiem.
25 Q. WhatwasaFID?
0140
1 A AFID,it's an F-I-D. It's like a little FID, |
2 don't know what else to call it, that would stop something
3 from happening through the systems that would kind of like
4 say, Don't do anything with this disconnect portion
5 because it's not really a disconnect, it's migration. But
6 we'd still have problems since then, and that's why it's
7 been escalated. And | told Sandy I'd escalate itto a

8 higher level that they ¢an go to.




—_ 9 Q. As part of your troubleshooting, did you and

10 Sandy discuss the possibility of delaying the dropping or
- 11 migration for a couple of weeks?
12 A. Say that again, please.
13 Q. As part of troubleshooting the 411 drop, did you
14 and Sandy ever discuss delaying the migration or dropping
15 for a couple of weeks?

—_ 16 A, |don't think | understand your question. |

17 know —

- 18 MR. KOLTO-WININGER: Go ahead and let her reask
19 it

- 20 MS. LEE: Q. Did you ever propose a fix that

21 depended on postponing some migration or dropping for a
22 couple of weeks in order to allow some other system to
_— 23 catch up?

24 A. No.

- 25 Q. This FID solution, would you call that a process
01145‘1olution or a systems solution?
2 A ldon'tknow.

3 Q. Did you work with Mr. Gallager on the FID?

4 MR. KOLTO-WININGER: Galligan.
— 5 MS. LEE: I'm sorry.
6 THE WITNESS: | am trying to think of who worked

7 on this. There was a lot of people involved in the
8 listing thing at high levels. | don't know exactly who
9 the person was that put the FID on there. | do not

10 personally know that.




11 MS. LEE: Q. Do you know if the drop from the
12 411 database could affect the customer's listing in the
13 555-1212 database?

14 A No, | believe it does not.

15 Q. How do you know that?

16 A Because verified it myself.

17 Q. What steps did you take to verify it?

18 A Icalled 555-1212 and it was in there and there
19 are two different databases.

20 Q. Why would a migration affect the 411 database
21 and not the 555-1212 database?

22 A If's a different database. | don't know the

23 reason behind that.

24 Q. Isthe 911 database the same as the 411

25 database?

0142

1 A. No, it's not.

2 Q. It's a separate database?

3 A Yes.

4 Q. How do you know that?

5 A Because it's been told to us 811 is something
6 different. 411 is a listing Gateway.

7 Q. You mentioned Gateway; that's the database for
8 4117

9 A ldontknowifit's for411. It's for our

10 listing. ! don't understand the technical aspects of it.

11 It's where we put the listings in, the Gateway.

12 Q. Do you know where you put the 911 listings in?



13 A No,ldonot
14 Q. Do you know how the 911 database is populated?
15 A No,1donot

16 Q. Earlier on you said you weren't aware of any
17 customers being migrated to other CLC's. If that, in
18 fact, did happen, who would know about, you know, the
19 customers migrating to other CLC's?
20 A. Canyou repeat that question?
21 Q. Sure. You're not aware of any customers, MCIl
22 customers, being migrated to other CLC's, but if it did
23 happen, who would have known about it?
24 A | don't know.
25 Q. lLetme askyou a little bit about the CSR.
01143 | understand that the PIC is a required field on
2 the CSR form; is that correct?
3 A No, that's not correct.
4 Q. It's notcorrect. So if MCI did not have the
5 customer's PIC code, the migration would go through?
6 A No, it would not.
7 Q. Why wouidn't it go through?
8 A. Because it would be rejected.
9 Q. Why does Pac Bell require the PIC code to be on
10 the migration order?
11 A. So that the customer can get long distance
12 service.
13 Q. And if MCI did not include the PIC code, there

14 just wouldn't be any long distance carrier for the



15 migrated customer?

16 A. Thatis a possibility, or we would reject it.

17 1t should be rejected.

18 Q. Regarding these notices of completion, are you
19 aware of any time frame for Pac Bell issuing the notices
20 of completion?

21 A |believe there is a time frame.

22 Q. Where would that time frame be stated?

23 A Inthe CLC handbook.

24 Q. Off the top of your head, do you happen to know
25 whatitis?
0144

1 A. | believe, personally, it's 48 hours, but |

2 could be wrong.

3 Q. And 48 hours per what event?

4 A My understanding is from the time the actual

5 order is completed in our systems.

6 Q. Do you or other members of the MCI account team
7 ever have meefings with the LISC people assigned to MCI?
8 A, Separate from, yes.

9 Q. Meetings where you get together and talk about

10 problems that you have?

11 A Yes.

12 MR. KOLTO-WININGER: Let her finish the question
13 so she can get it down. '

14 MS. LEE: Q. How often do those meetings occur?
15  A. We do not have set times for meetings with

16 people in the LISC. | can meet with people daily on




17 certain things or maybe once a week. It just depends on
18 what is happening.
- 19 Q. Does the account team get together and have a
20 group meeting with your counterparts at the LISC?
21 MR. KOLTO-WININGER: | will object. Vague and
22 ambiguous as to counterparts.
23 MS. LEE: Q. Does the MC! account team get
. 24 together and have a group meeting with Ann Long?
25 A They have had meetings with Ann Long, yes.
— 0‘1145 Q. How frequently do those meetings occur?
2 A |don't know.
3 Q. Have you ever been a part of those meetings?
4  A. | have met with Ann Long on several occasions.
5 Q. Have you met with Ann Long as a member of the
- 6 account team in a group going to meet Ann Long?
7 A Not the entire account team.
- 8 Q. When was the last such meeting?
9 MR. KOLTO-WININGER: When you say such, do you
10 mean the last one that didn't happen or —
" MS. LEE: The last meeting where Sue and the
12 account team went over to meet with Ann Long.
_ 13 MR. KOLTO-WININGER: Did you just say it never

14 happened?

- 15 THE WITNESS: It never happened.
16 MS. LEE: I'm sorry, | didn't get it.
N 17 That's all | have, thanks.

18




19 EXAMINATION BY MR. CHANG

20 MR. CHANG: Q. Hi, Sue, I'm Julian Chang from
21 ATAT.
22 Very quickly, who is the RMC who is available

23 for AT&T's account at Pacific Bell?

24 A Trish Cvetocac, C-v-e-t-0-c-a-c, | believe.
25 Q. Were you and Sue trained together when you both
0146

1 became RMC's?

2 MR. KOLTO-WININGER: You and Trish.

3 MR. CHANG: Q. Sorry, you and Trish.

4 A. We attended workshops together, yes, we did.

5 Q. Aside from attending workshops together, was

6 there a — just a sole in-house training program for

7 RMC's?

8 A Therewas not.

9 Q. How many. workshops would you say you attended
10 with Trish?

11 A. You know, ! can't really answer that, because |

12 wasn't paying a lot of attention. I'd be in and out.

13 Q. As RMC's, | realize you're part of the MCI

14 account team and she is probably part of the AT&T account

15 team, but do the account teams at some point in the

16 hierarchy have a common person to whom they report?
17  A. Not -- some account teams do.

18 Q. There is not one person under which they would
19 be the MCl account team, AT&T account team, the Sprint

20 account team, et cetera, and all of those people would




21 report to this one individual?

22 A Eventually, Liz Fetter.

23 Q. Do you share information with Trish about
24 problems that your carrier, MCI, is experiencing?
25 A Not anything confidential, problems, no.

0147
1 Q. What do you consider to be confidential

2 problems?

3 A Any kind of forecasting of your orders, how many
4 orders MCI has sent.

5 Q. How about the number of backlogs?

6 A No

7 Q. You stated that one of your tasks as an RMC is
8 to tell MCI what is available, how it works; is that

9 correct?

10 A |dothatfor them. | don't -1 mean, if!

11 have product knowledge, 1 will share that with them.
12 Q. Does that include what network elements are
13 available? Do you tell MC! what network elements are
14 available?

15 A. No, I do not, not a list of them.

16 Q. Why is that?

17 A, Wedid not have a list until very recently.

18 Q. Do you now have a list?

18 A | believe |l just received one on Friday. I'd

20 have to look at it.

21 Q. Would that have been specific — would the list

22 of unbundied elements have been specific for you or for




23 all-

24 A | misunderstood that question. | don't know

25 anything about unbundled networks, that facility, because
c{11“I‘I8am only resale, so ~ | meant to say resale products. |
2 don't know anything about facility.

3 Q. Okay. But the list that you are talking about,

4 what is the list that you are talking about?

5 A, lhonestly don't know. |just gotitin my

6 e-mail on Friday, and | just saw something about resale
7 products, and | am assuming it's a list of resale

8 products. | haven't had a chance to look at it yet.

9 Q. Is this the first type of list that you have

10 geen since you have been an RMC?

1 A. A completed list that | know of so far, ves.

12 There has been another list that was not completed and I'd
13 always refer MCl to the tariffs.

14 Q. The previous and complete list, was that just
15 for MCI, or was that for the industry also, if you know?
16 A. It was resale products that would be available
17 to anybody. It didn't - | did not share that with MCI.
18 It was internal to Pacific Bell.

19 Q. Isit your understanding that you are able to

20 offer resale products to MCI that no other carrier is

21 available — can get?

22  A. ldon't know that. Notthat | know of.

23 Q. Other than Ann Long, who are the other

24 supervisors of the LISC now that you know of?




25 A. Silvia Zapata, Victoria Flood, Mark Amold,

01‘1 4geter Lopez, Chuck McDonald, Craig Long, Gracie Gutierrez,
2 Nina Ganoza, Bob - | can't think of his last name. Bob
3 Anderson, maybe, | am not too sure on the last name.

4 There is a lot of them. We have hired quite a few.

5 Q. When you first started working as an RMC last

6 year, how big was the LISC? You can estimate.

7 A 1don't know what you mean by that.

8 Q. How many people were working in the LISC?

9 A ldon'tknow.

10 Q. Did you have reason to interact with the LISC in
11 September '967?

12 A. Yes.

13 Q. There are a lot more people in the LISC that you
14 can observe today than there were in September 1996,
15 right?

16 A Yes, we have hired many more people.

17 Q. Is there an estimate that you can put in terms
18 of how, in your observation, the LISC has grown in terms
19 of people from September '96 until now?

20 A Alitcansayisalot |don'tknow the

21 numbers. It's not an easy thing to see when you are
22 walking through there.

23 Q. Isoneofthe systems that you offered to MCl,
24 the PBSM?

25 A Yes.

0150
1 Q. And that's the Pacific Bell Service Master?




2 A Manager.
3 Q. Whatis the function of the PBSM?
4 A 1 am not completely familiar with it, but you
5 can order Centrex with it, for sure, ISDN, | believe. And
6 | might be getting confused here, but | think you can
7 report repair through there or through one of those
8 things, and | don't want to say the wrong thing.
9 Q. IsMClonPBSM?
10 A, ldon't know if | should answer that, to be
11 honest.
12 Q. That's fine.
13 MS. LEE: You can answer that. Go ahead and
14 answer i, as far as | am concerned.
15 MR. KOLTO-WININGER: Do you have reason to
16 believe that's confidential?
17 THE WITNESS: Yes, | do.
18 MR. CHANG: That's fine.
19 Q. The escalation procedure, have you actually seen
20 an escalation procedure?
21 A. Not up close, I'm sorry.
22 Q. Itsokay. Soitwas notissued to you, then?
23 A ltwas notissued to me personally, no.
24 Q. lIsthere an RMC handbook that you and Trish and
25 other RMC's would have?
0151
1 A. There is nothing that's called an RMC handbook.
2 We have a resale user's guide. We have a resale process

3 book. We have a copy of the CL.C handbook, which is



4 really —- has a lot of information there.

5 MR. CHANG: | have no further questions.

6 MS. LEE: Thats it.

7 MR. McDONALD: That's it.

8 THE REPORTER: Do you want a copy of the

9 transcript?
10 MR. KOLTO-WININGER: Yes.
11 THE REPORTER: Do you want a copy of the

12 transcript?

13 MR. CHANG: Yes.

14 MR. McDONALD: Yes.

15

16 (Whereupon, the proceedings were adjourned

17 2t4:00 p.m.)

18

19 — 000 —
20

21

22

23

24

25
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1 CERTIFICATE OF WITNESS
2
3

4

5 I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of




6 perjury that | have read the foregoing transcript, and |

7 have made any corrections, additions, or deletions that |
8 was desirous of making; that the foregoing is a true and
9 correct transcript of my testimony contained therein.

10

11 EXECUTED this day of
12 19 ,at
13

14

15

16 SUSAN VIRGINIA FISCHER

17

18

19
20

21

22

23

24

25
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1 )

2 STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) ss.

3 )

4 I, SANDRA L. CARRANZA, the undersigned, a Certified

5 Shorthand Reporter of the State of California, hereby
6 certify that the witness in the foregoing deposition was

7 by me duly sworn to testify to the truth, the whole truth,



8 and nothing but the truth in the within-entitled cause;

9 that said deposition was taken at the time and place

10 therein stated; that the testimony of said witness was

11 reported by me, a Certified Shorthand Reporter, and a

12 disinterested person, and was thereafter transcribed under
13 my direction into typewriting; that the foregoing is a

14 full, complete, and true record of said testimony.

15 1 further certify that | am not of counsel or

16 attorney for either or any of the parties in the foregoing

17 deposition and caption named, or in any way interested in
18 the outcome of the cause named in said caption.

19 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand this
20 day of , 1997. )

21

SANDRA L. CARRANZA
22 Certified Shorthand Reporter
Registered Professional Reporter

23

24

25
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1 CHAMBERLIN & ASSOCIATES
Certified Shorthand Reporters

2 Two Embarcadero Center, Suite 1710
San Francisco, California 94111

3

3117/97
4

TO: SUSAN VIRGINIA FISCHER
5 PILLSBURY, MADISON & SUTRO
c/o ED KOLTO-WININGER, ATTORNEY AT LAW
6 235 Montgomery Street
San Francisco, California 94104

RE: MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION vs. PACIFIC
8 BELL AND PACIFIC BELL COMMUNICATIONS
Date of Deposition. March 10, 1997
9 Reported By: SANDRA L. CARRANZA, CSR 7062




10 SUSAN VIRGINIA FISCHER:

11 The original transcript of your deposition taken in
the above-entitied action has been prepared and is

12 available at this office for your reading, correcting, and
signing.

13

You may wish to discuss this matter with your

14 attomey to determine if counsel requires that the
original transcript of your deposition be read, corrected,

15 and signed by you before it is sealed.

16 Your rights regarding signature of this deposition
are contained in the California Code of Civil Procedure.
17
Unless otherwise directed, your original deposition
18 transcript will be sealed after 35 days from today's date.

19  Ifyou wish to make arrangements to review the
originaf transcript of your deposition, please contact
20 this office during office hours, 9:00 to 5:00 Monday
through Friday, to make an appointment to review the
21 original transcript.

22 Sincerely,

23 SANDRA L. CARRANZA

Certified Shorthand Reporter

24 Registered Professional Reporter
25 cc: Al Counsel
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BY THE COMMISSION:

The Commission by this Order issues its decision regarding the Stazement of Generally
Available Terms and Conditions (“Statement” or “SGAT™) filed by BellSouth Telecommunications,
1nc. (“BellSouth™ or “BST”) pursuant to Section 252(f) of the Telscomrmmications Act of 1995
(“Acr”). BellSouth’s Statetyent represents 2 substavtial effort to document the mterconnection,
sevvices, rates, 2nd related iterns # has made or will make available, consistent with this Commission”s
previous orders as rutings in mbittation dockets under the Act and other proceedings (primarily
Dockets Na. 6352-U and 6415-U/6537.U) under both the Act and state Isw. As discussed heremn,
howevey, the Comussion conchudes that the Statememt does not yet filly comply with all of the
standards and requiirements of Sections 251 20d 252(d) of the Act, and therefore should be rejected.
This docket shall remain open for review of any revised Statement thar BellSouth oy submit in
order to sddress the aspects of the Statement that are curvently premature or deficient as discussed
i thos Order.
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The Commission opened this docket to review the Statement of Genernlly Availahie Terms
and Conditions (“Starement” or “SGAT™) submitted by BellSouth in comection with its expected
application 1o provide inregion el ATA services pursuant to Section 271 of the Act. When
BellSouth filed its Staternent on Jamary 22, 1997, 1t ttiggered & 60-day review process under Section
252(f) of the Asz. The Commission mnay approve of reject the Statement, or sizaply allow it to ke
effect pursoant to Section 252(f).

! Yhe Act siso permits the Coumissian to canticres review of 3 Starement if it takes et following
the initial §0-day review period. Section 252(£(4). The 60-day review periad oo this Stutement concludes
Mardh 73, 1997, '

Doxet No, 7253-U
Page 3of 35



HEN WO 23 1weor I

REMEL LU L3007 L4 LYTMI W uval & RARIGUs Uy, - Y muescsmuoY Fowor ey

Laglgnt ~= Ty T ol

BV ye iy 1,

The Conxmission”s review of the: Statement is independext of whether BeflSouth proceeds to
seek in-region interl ATA relief under Section 271 of the Act.” BedlSouth’s fling of the Statement
is under a separate section of the 1996 Act, Section 25X(f), which provides for Commission review
within 60 dzrys whethex or not BellSouth even proceeds with agy appfication for in-region mterL ATA
eatty. The Commission’s decision on the Staternent purmuant to Section 252(f) 1s an erder by this
Commission. By contrast, the Cammission’s sction on BellSouth’s application for interl ATA extry
vall be 3 consultative recommendation to the FCC submitted 20 days after BellSouth’s FCC fifing,
and will not be 2 “fipal” or appealable order of this Commmission. The schedule for reviewmg the
Statement ip this docket is thus also separate from proceedings related to Section 271.

In reviewing the Statemenz, the Commission shall apply the standards and requorements of
Sections 251 and 252(d) of the Act. In addition, the Courission may apply other requiresments of
Statz law, Mmmmmﬁmﬂwmm
or requirenrents, as recognized by Sections 252(e)(3) and (£x(2).

B Procedneal History

The Commission ixtially established 2 procedure and schedule for the general review of
BeliSouth"s expected application to the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC™) for
athorizatiog to provide megion interLATA services purstant to Section 271 of the Act. The Act
directs the FCC 1 cousult with the apphicable State Commission before making a determination with
rwpec:manyBeHOpmm;Cmpmy 8 eqtry imto the interL ATA market withip the region of its
incumbent Jocal exchange services.® Accordng 10 those procedurss, established in Docket No.
6863-U, the Commission mstructed BST 1o prefile testimony that specifically addressed and
responded to questions concerning competitan in the local market raised in Section 271 (€X2XB)
of the Act.

On January 3, 1997, BellSouth filed in response to the Cozmmission’s procedure i Docket
No. 6363-U. In 2ddition, BST submitted a prefimnary Statement of General Terms and Conditions
for this Commission’s Teview pursuant to Section 252(f). BellSoinh filed its final version of the
Statemen!. of General Terms and Condrtions (Statement” or “SGAT™) pursuant to Section 252(f)
of the Act on Jarmary 22, 1997. The Statement bad becn modified to conform with subseques
Commission decisions and revised certain rates contamed it the prefiminary staternont.

Due 1o the substantive differcnces and independen: timetables for the Statement compared
with the criginal proceeding relating to the expected FCC Section 271 apphication, the Commission

2 Therefore, this eview is also idependent of whether BellSouth soeks Section 271 refief wier
“Track A" or “Track B~ wmder Section 271{cX1).

? 470.S.C. § 271(E2XB).

Docket No. 7253-U
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Gvided the proceedings, assigring the new Docket No, 72531 5o this revicw of the Statement but
aliowing the two dockets to be beard concusrently.

Natices of [ntervention were filed by Access Network Services, Inc. (“ANSI™), AirTouch
Cellulzr of Georgia (“Axr Touch™), American Commumications Services of Cohmmbus, Ine. (“ACSI™),
ATA Commuosications, LLC (“ATA”), AT&T Commmicstions of the Southetn States, Inc.
(“AT&T"), BellSouth Long Disance, Inc. (BSLD™), Cable Television Association of Georgiz
(“CTAG"), Competitive Telccommunications Association (“CompTef™), Consumers’ Utility Counse!
(“CUC™), Cox Enterprises (“Cax™), Georgia Public Copmmmications Association, Inc. (“GPCA™),
Intenmedia. Commusications, Inc. (“ICT™), LCI Imternational Teecom Corp. (“LLCI™), MCI
Telecommmications Corporation (“MCI”), MFS Intelenet of Georgia, Inc. (“MFS™),
MultiTechnology Services, LP. (“MTS™), and Sprint Commuurications Company, L P. (*Speit™)

The Commmssion opened the hewings on Jamary 28-31, 1997, wking the tetimony of
witnesses for BellSouth and BSLD (the hatter pertaiming to Docket No. 6863-U), On March 3-7 and
10, 1997, the Comission recoavensd the bearings and took testimony from the interveming parties,
including ANSY, ACSI, AT&T, ICI, MCI, MFS, and Sprixt, and rebuttsl testimony fom BelSouth
and BSLD (the latter again pertaining to Docket No. 6863-U),

Under the Acz, BST may file 3 statessemt of the terms and conditions that are generally
available I arder to comply with the dhrties and obfigations set forth i Section 251 of the Act. * This
Commission may sot approve the statement unless 1t complies with Sectiop 251 and the pricing
standards for intercoxmection, network elements, transport and termrination of waffic, and wholesale
prices set forth in Section 252(d).*

The Act also set a definite time frame for the Statz Commission analysis, Unless the

BeflSouth: agrees 1o an extension, the Commission must complete review of the statement within 60
days after the date of submisgoen.” The stanntory deadiine for this docket is March 23, 1957,

No. 7253-U

gy LA VAN

was assigned to

A

! 47 USC.§251.°
¢ 47US.C $252(d).

? 47US.C. §252(1) G).
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